In critically analyzing the electroanatomic findings seen on repeat procedure, it is important to consider the extent of triggers and/or substrates that were ablated during initial ablation. Previous studies indicated that CPVI is better than segmental PVI; furthermore, larger isolation areas results in better outcome (3, 10, 11) . This may be attributed to the following factors: 1) CPVI modifies the substrates around PV ostia, which is ideal for re-entry that are densely innervated (12); 2) CPVI lesions also have the potential to transect the ligament of Marshall (LOM), atrial ganglionated plexus (GPs) (13), and the areas where complex SEE PAGE 474 
The efficacy of PVI in AF treatment is reconfirmed by their analysis, but the necessity of durable PV isolation is weakened.
In critically analyzing the electroanatomic findings seen on repeat procedure, it is important to consider the extent of triggers and/or substrates that were ablated during initial ablation. Previous studies indicated that CPVI is better than segmental PVI; furthermore, larger isolation areas results in better outcome (3, 10, 11) . This may be attributed to the following factors: 1) CPVI modifies the substrates around PV ostia, which is ideal for re-entry that are densely innervated no relationships relevant to the contents of this paper to disclose. There are several limitations to the present study.
B Y T H E A M E R I C A N C O L L E G E O F C A R D I O L O G Y F O U N D A T I O N P U B L I S H E D B Y E L S E V I E R I S S N
First, there was significant heterogeneity between the included studies. The time to repeat electrophysiologic study differs greatly, from 2.5 to 36 months, and more than one-half of these studies were # 3 months.
This problem also applies to the AF-free group. Second, the sample size in most studies included was small, especially in the AF-free group, because of the difficulty in performing electrophysiologic study in AF-free patients. The GAP-AF study has a heavy "study weight" in each analysis, whereas other studies probably had little impact on the result. 
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